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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
3/17/2004 has been entered. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 5, 8-10, 13-16, 19-22, 24-26 
and 28-30 have been considered but are moot because of new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out 
his invention. 

4. Claims 1, 13 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as 
to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. The subject matter using fuzzy fill 
procedure in claims 1,13 and 24 are not described in the specification in such a way as 
to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 1-3, 5, 8-10, 13-16, 19-22, 24-26 and 28-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Markus U.S. Patent No. 6,499,042 in view of 
Borrey et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,159,667. 

As per claims 1 , Markus discloses a system for automating data transactions between 
computers servers, comprising: 

■ a first computer server (see fig. 2, element 1 5) maintaining a database having 
stored data recorded therein, said stored data comprising general user 
information (users personal data ) relating plurality of servers(see fig. 2, and col. 
1, lines 18-59); 
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■ program code (applet) residing on said first computer server for creating 
extracted data by selectively extracting said stored data responsive to a request 
(see fig. 2, and col. 1 , lines 18-59 and col. 3, lines 20-65); and 

■ additional program code residing on said first computer server for obtaining a 
blank form, and for parsing said blank form to identify which of said extracted 
data should be used to fill in at least a part of said blank form (see fig. 2, and col. 
1, lines 18-59 and col. 3, lines 20-65). 

■ form filing program residing on the on the first server for creating a filled form in 
said blank form using an automated fill procedure (see col. 1, lines 17-39). 

■ submitting the automatically filled to a second server (sending the filled to a 
selective proxy) (see col. 3, lines 20-64 and col. 1, lines 18-59). 

Markus is silent regarding: using fuzzy fill procedure. 

Nonetheless, the principles of fuzzy logic or artificial intelligence to complete forms is 
well known in the art and would have been an obvious modification to Markus system 
as evidenced by Borrey. Borrey discloses an automated document identification and 
retrieval system for filling an empty form for information extracted from database using 
fuzzy fill procedure (fuzzy logic or artificial intelligence) (see col. 6, lines 37-54, col. 8, 
lines 40-60 and 24, lines 9-34). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the fuzzy fill procedure 
(fuzzy logic procedure) as taught by Borrey into Markus system such that fuzzy logic is 
used to automatically fill forms to eliminate the necessity of manual entry of data. 
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In considering claim 2, Markus discloses a system, wherein said extracted data includes 
data for all fields in said blank form (col. 1, lines 18-59). 

In considering claim 3, Markus discloses a system, wherein said blank form is obtained 
from a second computer server (form originating server) (see fig. 2, element 14). 

In considering claim 5, Markus discloses a system, wherein said blank form is a login 
form (col. 3, lines 20-65). 

In considering claim 8, Markus discloses a system, further comprising: 

an additional database maintained at said first computer server (see col. 1, lines 18-59 

and col. 3, lines 20-65); 

additional database having stored form data recorded therein (see col. 1, lines 18-59 
and col. 3, lines 20-65); 

stored form data relating to forms required by at least one other computer server (see 
col. 1, lines 18-59 and col. 3, lines 20-65). 

In considering claim 9, comparing data fields in said blank form with said stored form 
data recorded in said additional database (see col. 3, lines 20-64). 
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In considering claim 10, Markus discloses a system wherein said stored form data 
includes parsed form data from said at least one other computer server (see col. 1 , lines 
18-59). 

As per claim 13, Markus discloses a method for automating data transactions between 
computers servers, comprising: 

■ maintaining a database having stored data recorded therein, said stored data 
comprising general user information (users personal data ) relating plurality of 
servers(see fig. 2, and col. 1, lines 18-59); 

■ selectively extracting said stored data responsive to a request (see fig. 2, and 
col. 1 , lines 18-59 and col. 3, lines 20-65); and 

■ parsing said blank form to identify which of said extracted data should be used to 
fill in at least a part of said blank form (see fig. 2, and col. 1 , lines 1 8-59 and col. 
3, lines 20-65). 

■ filing in said blank form using an automated fill procedure (see col. 1 , lines 17- 
39). 

■ submitting the automatically filled to a second server (sending the filled to a 
selective proxy) (see col. 3, lines 20-64 and col. 1, lines 18-59). 

Markus is silent regarding: using fuzzy fill procedure. 

Nonetheless, the principles of fuzzy logic or artificial intelligence to complete forms is 
well known in the art and would have been an obvious modification to Markus system 
as evidenced by Borrey. Borrey discloses an automated document identification and 
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retrieval system for filling an empty form for information extracted from database using 
fuzzy fill procedure (fuzzy logic or artificial intelligence) (see col. 6, lines 37-54, col. 8, 
lines 40-60 and 24, lines 9-34). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the fuzzy fill procedure 
(fuzzy logic procedure) as taught by Borrey into Markus system such that fuzzy logic is 
used to automatically fill forms to eliminate the necessity of manual entry of data. 
In considering claim 14, Markus discloses a system, wherein said extracted data 
includes data for all fields in said blank form (col. 1 , lines 18-59). 

In considering claim 15, Markus discloses a system, wherein said blank form is obtained 
from a second computer server (form originating server) (see fig. 2, element 14). 

In considering claim 16, Markus discloses a system, wherein said blank form is a login 
form (col. 3, lines 20-65). 

In considering claim 19, Markus discloses a system, further comprising: 

an additional database maintained at said first computer server (see col. 1 , lines 18-59 

and col. 3, lines 20-65); 

additional database having stored form data recorded therein (see col. 1, lines 18-59 
and col. 3, lines 20-65); 

stored form data relating to forms required by at least one other computer server (see 
col. 1, lines 18-59 and col. 3, lines 20-65). 
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In considering claim 20, comparing data fields in said blank form with said stored form 
data recorded in said additional database (see col. 3, lines 20-64). 

In considering claim 21, Markus discloses a system wherein said stored form data 
includes parsed form data from said at least one other computer server (see col. 1 , lines 
18-59). 

In considering claim 22, Borrey discloses a system further comprising: as result of 
parsing filling in said blank form using fuzzy fill procedure (col. 8, lines 40-60 and 24, 
lines 9-34)). 

As per claim 24, Markus discloses a system for automating data transactions between 
computers servers, comprising: 

■ maintaining a database having stored data recorded therein, said stored data 
comprising general user information (users personal data ) relating plurality of 
servers(see fig. 2, and col. 1, lines 18-59); 

■ selectively extracting said stored data responsive to a request (see fig. 2, and 
col. 1, lines 18-59 and col. 3, lines 20-65); and 

■ parsing said blank form to identify which of said extracted data should be used to 
fill in at least a part of said blank form (see fig. 2, and col. 1, lines 18-59 and col. 
3, lines 20-65). 
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■ a filling in said blank form using an automated fill procedure (see col. 1 , lines 
17-39). 

■ employing program code residing on said first computer for automatically 
submitting the result of said filled form to a second server (sending the filled to a 
selective proxy) (see col. 3, lines 20-64 and col. 1, lines 18-59). 

Markus is silent regarding: using fuzzy fill procedure. 

Nonetheless, the principles of fuzzy logic or artificial intelligence to complete forms is 
well known in the art and would have been an obvious modification to Markus system 
as evidenced by Borrey. Borrey discloses an automated document identification and 
retrieval system for filling an empty form for information extracted from database using 
fuzzy fill procedure (fuzzy logic or artificial intelligence) (see col. 6, lines 37-54, col. 8, 
lines 40-60 and 24, lines 9-34). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the fuzzy fill procedure 
(fuzzy logic procedure) as taught by Borrey into Markus system such that fuzzy logic is 
used to automatically fill forms to eliminate the necessity of manual entry of data. 

In considering claim 25, Markus discloses a system, wherein said extracted data 
includes data for all fields in said blank form (col. 1 , lines 18-59). 

In considering claim 26, Markus discloses a system, wherein said blank form is obtained 
from a second computer server (form originating server) (see fig. 2, element 14). 
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In considering claims 28 Markus discloses a system, further comprising: 

an additional database maintained at said first computer server (see col. 1, lines 18-59 

and col. 3, lines 20-65); 

additional database having stored form data recorded therein (see col. 1, lines 18-59 
and col. 3, lines 20-65); 

stored form data relating to forms required by at least one other computer server (see 
col. 1, lines 18-59 and col. 3, lines 20-65). 

In considering claim 29, comparing data fields in said blank form with said stored form 
data recorded in said additional database (see col. 3, lines 20-64). 

In considering claim 30, Markus discloses a system, further comprising: 

an additional database maintained at said first computer server (see col. 1, lines 18-59 

and col. 3, lines 20-65); 

additional database having stored form data recorded therein (see col. 1, lines 18-59 
and col. 3, lines 20-65); 

stored form data relating to forms required by at least one other computer server (see 
col. 1, lines 18-59 and col. 3, lines 20-65). 

CONCLUSION 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicants disclosure. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Salad E Abdullahi whose telephone number is 703-308- 
8441 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ario Etienne can 
be reached on 703-305-4792. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Any response to this action should mailed to: 
Box AF 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 
or faxed to: (703) 872-9306. 



Abdullahi Salad 
Examiner AU 2157 
4/2/2004 




